maintain the strength of research. But in the long termr even the best scientific team cannot do first-rate work with worn and obsolete equipment.
Lack of adequate space is a major hindrance to the acquisition of equipment. Space for equipment can be generated to some extent by reducing office space, but the resultant overcrowding can easily become an impediment to research and, most immediately, to teaching.
The ultimate adaptation to a contraction in equipment and facilities is a contraction in the scientific enterprise. This contraction is both qualitative and quantitative. Fewer investigations at the frontiers of science will be conducted.  Fewer bright young people will enter science and engineering as they perceive reduced opportunities for a productive career in research.
FINDINGS
1. The Committee believes that the concept of a funding mechanism designed to sustain the research capacity of universities has merit. The long-established Biomedical Research Support Grant program of the National Institutes of Health is a successful example of such a mechanism. Because the grant is proportional to the total NIH project funding awarded to the institution on the basis of peer review, the NIH formula favors universities with research programs of proven quality as measured by their levels of federal support. This approach meets one of the nation's principal concerns: to use the available funds to support the best research most effectively.
The quality of university research would be improved by extending to all federal funding agencies and departments the concept of the Biomedical Research Support Grant of the National Institutes of Health as a means of providing a small amount of general research support.  Such support would be allocated most effectively by each university within a general frameworkailure. A subsequent study based on 1981 data for 38 universities and four science and engineering subfields for equipment costing $5,000 or more revealed that 87 percent of the departments sampled had established common research facilities for sharing expensive equipment. It further showed that in individual laboratories research equipment is shared extensively within and among research groups and that the extent of sharing of items is proportional to the equipment's cost.20the laboratories not chosen was about 10 percent..
